Department of Energy
Carlsbad Field Office

P. Q. Box 3090

Carlshad, New Mexico 88221

August 26, 2003

Dr. Amrit S. Boparai

Analytical Chemistry Laboratory
Argonne National Laboratory-East |
9700 South Cass Avenue
Argonne, IL 60439-4837

RE: Evaluation of Corrective Action Plans Argonne National Laboratory-East (ANL-E)
CARS 03-065 and 03-066 for Audit A-03-18 '

Dear Dr. Boparai:

The Carlsbad Field Office (CBFOQ) has evaluated the Corrective Action Plans for CARS
03-065 and 03-066. The remedial actions, investigative action, root cause and actions
to prevent recurrence for CAR 03-065 were not acceptable. The remedial action for
CAR-03-066 was acceptable; however, verification of the remedial action based on the
review of documentation submitted with the CAP on August 7, 2003 was not
a%ceptable. The evaluation results are documented on the enclosed CAR Continuation
Sheets.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (505) 234-7442.

Sincerely,

M. Lea Chism
Quality Assurance Specialist
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cc: w/enclosure
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- L CAR No. 03-065 2. Activity Report No, A«0318

Block # 17 . Evaluation of Corrective Actlons «’I’mpc
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L. CAR No, 03-066
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Block#17_ Evaluation of Corrective Actions ..Propc*sed by the Responsible Organization and Verification of Corrective Action

Documentations

The response submitted by Argonne National Laboratory on August 7, 2003 was.to reviss S0P, ACL 168, Rov. 5 to address the
adequacy. issues identified in this GAR; however, the documentstion submitted, SOP, ACL 168, Rev. 6, did notaddress the issues

identified. Verification of corrective action is not aceept:

GARAtenm A

«| The initlal calibration section (8.4.1) does not describe how retention time and retention time windows are determined.
“Beotion 8.8.1 of the revised 80P, ACL 168, Rev. 6, addresses item A given aliove”,
{

Responss:

Verification of Cotrective Action;  Section 8.8.1 of the ifavised SOP, ACL 168, Rev. 6 only requires determination of retention time
windows ob an annual basis, Other cireumstances, such as major instrument maintenance or istallation of a new analytical colomm, that

should initiate RTW determination are not addressed.

AR tem

The procedure does not require generation of method precision and aceuracy data,

Responge: “Seotion 10 of the revised SOP, ACL
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2. Actlvity Report No, A-03-18
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